son that the Jamaican government (not the author) initiated a nationwide consultation exercise to decide on the decriminalization of cannabis: the drug laws were causing greater harm than the drug of choice. This is a courageous step for any Caribbean government, and a debate that, in view of the threat of US decertification and sanctions, is far from free. Was there any support from the intergovernmental agency that "believe[s] in a cooperative framework?" Far from it -the UNDCP head of station slams it as a "historical mistake." And on what grounds?
First, that it is "out of step with thinking in the Caribbean" -an interesting assertion by an expatriate claiming to know the region better than the people and governments of the region know themselves. And second, because of "medical evidence!"
This travesty of an argument brings us to one of the underlying problems with UNDCP identified in my article: it is short on the very thing it purported to bring to the region -specialized knowledge on drug issues, be this on the pharmacology of intoxicants, the psychology of addiction, teaching methods, or the sociology of the drugs scène. Alas, the expatriate staff was not recruited from the international drugs field, but the UN system, and unable to engage with demand side issues, unless this meant appropriating and taking credit for regional initiatives such as the Health and Family Life Education Programme or Integrated Demand Reduction. Program staff preferred to concentrate on "information gathering" -the number of camcorders received from donors -and participating in the law enforcement mechanisms.
On demand side and policy issues, the UNDCP role has consisted of recycling outdated models and stifling critical debate, exemplified by the response to my article. The veiled threat of libel in the fourth paragraph, however unwarranted, would suffice to put off any newspaper editor, while the trumpeted assistance to the University of the West Indies serves to discourage critique from that quarter too. With its own newsletter and website, the Caribbean office of the UNDCP has a monopoly on the drugs debate, with no room for and no experience of criticism.
In view of the vehement response to my article, with its spurious allegations of tendentiousness, hostility, and lack of balance built upon misspelling of names and outdated data, we believe that for the UNDCP-Barbados, this exercise in accountability is part of a much-needed learning process. 
